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THE TEXT YOU ARE VIEWNG | S A COVPUTER- GENERATED OR RETYPED VERSI ON OF A
PAPER PHOTOCOPY OF THE ORI G NAL. ALTHOUGH CONSI DERABLE EFFORT HAS BEEN
EXPENDED TO QUALI TY ASSURE THE CONVERSI ON, |IT MAY CONTAI N TYPOGRAPHI CAL
ERRORS. TO OBTAIN A LEGAL COPY OF THE ORI G NAL DOCUMENT, AS IT
CURRENTLY EXI STS, THE READER SHOULD CONTACT THE OFFI CE THAT ORI G NATED
THE CORRESPONDENCE OR PROVI DED THE RESPONSE.

UNI TED STATES ENVI RONMVENTAL PROTECTI ON AGENCY

DATE: June 9, 1980
SUBJECT: PSD Applicability: Asphalt Concrete Plants

FROM Di rector
Di vision of Stationary Source Enforcenent

TO F. W G accone, Chief
Air Facilities Branch, Region I

This is in response to your nmeno of May 8, 1980, regarding the
inclusion of fugitive em ssions in PSD applicability determ nati ons under
the 1978 regul ations as stayed. Specifically, you asked if fugitive
em ssions are to be included, for purposes of the stay, in cases where the
NSPS and NESHAPs regul ations for a particular source category do not
regul ate fugitive em ssions.

The Septenber 5, 1979 proposed PSD regul ati ons provide for the
accounting of fugitive emissions in determning a source's potential to emt
if the source is regulated under section 111 or 112 of the Clean Air Act or
is anmong the source categories listed in the definition of "mpjor stationary
source". Fugitive enmi ssions are to be counted, for all these sources,
regardl ess of whether the appropriate NSPS or NESHAP specifically regul ates
fugitive em ssions.

The discussion in the preanbl e of the Septenber 5 proposal concerning
fugitive em ssions states that:

"EPA believes that there is no reason why a source of a

particul ar pollutant regul ated under the Act shoul d escape review
because the emissions of the pollutant are fugitive, when a source of
the same pollutant has to get a permt if the enissions are not
fugitive. In both cases the enmi ssions would deteriorate air quality
regardl ess of how they emanate. Thus, it serves the purposes of NSR to
scrutinize the one as well as the other."

Under the proposed PSD regul ati ons source is defined as any "structure
building, facility, or installation which enmits or may emt any air
pol lutant regul ated under the Act". Note that this definition has a nuch
broader scope than the definition of affected facility under NSPS and is
intended to enconpass all the pollutant emtting facilities |located at one
site and under common control

Since the source nentioned in your neno is an asphalt plant, subject to
NSPS under 40 CFR 60.90, fugitive em ssions, fromall activities at the
site, should be included in determ ning PSD applicability under the 1978
regul ati ons as stayed. This would include fugitive em ssions fromcold
aggregate storage piles.

If you have any further questions regarding this determ nation, please
contact Janet Littlejohn of ny staff at 755-2564.
Edward E. Reich

cc: Peter Wckoff (OG0
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JimWeigold (CAQPS)

UNI TED STATES ENVI RONMVENTAL PROTECTI ON AGENCY
Region Il Ofice

DATE: May 8, 1980
SUBJECT: Interpretation of Proposed PSD Regul ati ons

FROM F. W G accone, Chief
Air Facilities Branch

TO Edward E. Reich, Director
Di vision of Stationary Source Enforcenent

The proposed PSD regul ati ons provide that fugitive emi ssions should not be
included in an applicability determ nation except in the case of 26 specific
industrial categories, and any other stationary "source category...regul ated
under Section 111 or Section 112 of the Act."

My question is: In the case of an asphalt plant subject to NSPS Subpart I,
can fugitive eni ssions from aggregate stockpiles be included in an
applicability determ nation even though Subpart | does not regul ate these

em ssions, i.e. can fugitive em ssions be included in cases where the NSPS
or NESHAPS regul ations for a particular source category does not regul ate
such em ssions. It should be noted that cold aggregate storage piles are

not included in the designation of affected Facility at Section 60.90(a),

al t hough common practice generally dictates the stockpiling of cold
aggregate at the plant site, and that stockpiles are not considered part of
an affected facility in the proposed NSPS For the non-netallic mning

i ndustry.

This branch is in the process of reviewing a potential PSD candi date asphal t
pl ant, and an expedited response woul d be greatly appreciated.

cc: R Qgg
K. Eng
P. Kahn
R. Stein



